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Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 7-78 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 1-18 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) [3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)M AH b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) CH Notice of Drafts person's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) n Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) EH Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) CD Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060623 



Application/Control Number: 10/098,504 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2626 

Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments, see 7-1 1 , filed 3/30/2006, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claim(s) 1-18 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of Saito et al. US 6208426 and Toyoda US 6441916. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,3-9,11-14 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Saito et al. US 6208426. 

3. Regarding claim 1 , Saito et al. teaches of a data transmission apparatus (netfax 
(1)): an e-mail transmission unit for sending e-mail (e-mail generator (24)); a data 
forwarding unit for forwarding data to a prescribed storage area (html document 
generator (22)) and a controller for controlling the e-mail transmission unit such that a 
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tool program by which to obtain the data stored in the prescribed storage area is sent to 
a recipient using e-mail (server mechanism (25)) (column 5,lines 3-25 and 57-61). 

4. Regarding claim 3, Saito et al. teaches that the prescribed storage area 
comprises a storage unit residing inside the data transmission apparatus (figure 2). 

5. Regarding claim 4, Saito et al. teaches that the prescribed storage area 
comprises an external device other than the data transmission apparatus or a storage 
unit inside the external device (server mechanism) (column 4,lines 25-30). 

6. Regarding claim 5, Saito et al. teaches the tool program includes access 
information based on which the recipient can access the data stored in the prescribed 
storage area (column 5, lines 57-61). 

7. Regarding claim 6, Saito et al. teaches the access information is incorporated in 
the tool program in a form such that the confidentiality of the access information is 
maintained (column 5,lines 57-61). 

8. Regarding claim 7, Saito et al. teaches the data to be handled includes image 
data (column 4,lines 25-30). 

9. Regarding claim 8, Saito et al. teaches of an image reader for reading an image 
of an original document to obtain image data thereof, (scanner section (16)) and 
wherein the data to be handled includes the image data obtained by the image reader 
(column 4,lines 25-30, lines 59-62). 

1 0. Regarding claim 9, Saito et al. teaches a method for delivering data for use with 
a data transmission apparatus, comprising (a) storing data in a prescribed storage area 
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and (b) sending to a recipient via e-mail a tool program by which to obtain the data 
stored in the prescribed storage area (column 5,lines 3-25 and 57-61). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 1 1 , Saito et al. teaches the tool program includes access 
information based on which the recipient can access the data stored in the prescribed 
storage area (column 5, lines 57-61). 

12. Regarding claim 12, Saito et al. teaches the access information is incorporated in 
the tool program in a form such that the confidentiality of the access information is 
maintained (column 5,lines 57-61). 

13. Regarding claim 13, Saito et al. teaches the data to be handled includes image 
data (column 4, lines 25-30). 

14. Regarding claim 14, Saito et al. teaches a computer readable medium storing 
program executable by a computer to make a computer perform a routine, comprising 
the steps of: (a) storing data in a prescribed storage area and (b) sending to a recipient 
via e-mail a tool program by which to obtain the data stored in the prescribed storage 
area (column 4, lines 47-56 and column 5,lines 3-25 and 57-61). 

15. Regarding claim 16, Saito et al. teaches the tool program includes access 
information based on which the recipient can access the data stored in the prescribed 
storage area (column 5,lines 57-61). 

16. Regarding claim 17, Saito et al. teaches the access information is incorporated in 
the tool program in a form such that the confidentiality of the access information is 
maintained (column 5, lines 57-61). 
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17. Regarding claim 18, Saito et al. teaches the data to be handled includes image 
data (column 4 f lines 25-30). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

19. Claims 2,10 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Saito et al. US 6208426 in view of Toyoda US 6441916. 

20. Regarding claim 2, Saito et al. teaches all of the limitations of claim 1 and 
wherein the controller controls the e-mail transmission unit such that the e-mail 
transmission unit sends to the recipient a first e-mail to which the data is attached 
(column 5,lines 3-25 and 57-61), and the controller controls the e-mail transmission unit 
such that the tool program is sent to the recipient using a second e-mail (column 5,lines 
21-25). 

21 . Saito et al. fails to teach of recognition unit for recognizing e-mail transmission 
errors, and where a transmission error is recognized by the recognition unit in 
connection with the first e-mail. 

22. Toyoda teaches of recognition unit for recognizing e-mail transmission errors 
(header/IFD analysis section (5)), and where a transmission error is recognized by the 
recognition unit in connection with the first e-mail (column 5, lines 3-18). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the applicant's invention to have modified Saito et al. wherein Saito et al.'s apparatus 
is applied to recognition of file size limits of e-mail transmissions. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify 
Saito et al. by the teaching of Toyoda in order to view e-mail attachments that exceed 
file size limits. 

23. Regarding claim 1 0, the structural elements of apparatus claim 2 perform all of 
the steps of method claim 1 0. Thus, claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons 
discussed in the rejection of claim 2. 

24. Regarding claim 15, the structural elements of apparatus claim 2 perform all of 
the steps of computer readable medium claim 15. Thus, claim 15 is rejected for the 
same reasons discussed in the rejection of claim 2. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Michael 
Burleson whose telephone number is (571) 272-7460 and fax number is (571 ) 273- 
7460. The examiner can normally be reached Monday thru Friday from 8:00 a.m. - 
4:30p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kimberly Williams can be reached at (571 ) 272-7471 
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